informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law. :

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal

deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
- way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents werg created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “relates to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP further objects fo the phrase “summaries” as vague and ambiguous.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
{OFCCP Case No.: R00192699). '

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18:

Al DOCUMENTS RELATED to CQMM_UNICATEONS between YOU &n& any THIRD
PARTIES, including possible CLASS MEMBERS or their attomeys, that RELATE 1o tﬁ@
allegations described in Paragraph 7 of the Ameaded Complaint.

RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney wotk-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the irial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law, -

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring diseriminaiion.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege. _

 OFCCP further objects to the phrase “comnmunications” as overbroad and unduly
burdensome. :
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OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and vnduly burdensome.

OFCCP further objects to the entirety of this request as overbroad and unduly
burdensome.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
{OFCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FOR PROBUCTION NO. 12:

All statistical studies and analyses RELATED to the allegations described én Paragraph 7
of the Amended Complaint, including any that YOU did not adopt or endorse, and any that
resnlted i calculations different from those presented in Paragraph 7. This request seeks all
responsive DOCUMENTS in both final and draft form,

RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Bvidence, or the common law,

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination,

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it sa,eks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the w ork
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP further objects to the phrases “adopt” and “endorse” as vague and ambigunous.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
{(OFCCP Case No.: R00192659),

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 20:
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| Al DOCUMENTS RELATED 1o the claim in Paragraph 8 of the Amended Complaing
that “Oracle discriminated against qualified African American employees in Product
Drevelopment roles” at HQCAL |
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law,

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation wag issued, because
any such decuments were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related 107 as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s mvestigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 21:

Al DOCUMENTS RELATED 10 YOUR dﬁt@i‘lﬁiﬂaﬁ{}ﬁ of which employees are
“qﬁaiiﬁed,”‘ as alleged in Paragraph 8 of the Amended Complaint, including bﬁt not limited to
DOCUMENTS RELATED to the methodology used to make such a determination.
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal

Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.
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OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds, Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

- OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdunsomc

OFCCP objects to the phrase “methodology” as vague and ambiguous and overbroad and
unduly burdensome.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s nvestigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: RG0192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION MO, 22:

Al DOCUMENTS RELATED to YOUR deten’ninaﬁon of which emaployees are
“comparable Whites,” as alleged in Paragraph 8 of the Ameﬁdcd Complaint, including but not
Limited to DOCUMENTS RELATED to the methodology used to make such a determination.
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it secks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCT additionally obiects to this Request to the extent if seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Viclation was i1ssued, because
any such documents were created in anficipation of Litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “rn}ai:e:d t0” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP objects to the phra%t., ‘methodology” as vague and ambiguous and overbroad and
unduly burdensome.

OFCCP’S OBIECTIONS AND ANSWERS TO DEFENDANT ORACLE AMERICA, INC’S REGUEST FOR
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative {ile for Oracle Redwood Shores
{OFCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 23:

ADOCUMENTS RELATED to YOUR determination of which “roles” are “similar,”
as alleged in Paragraph 8 of the Amended Complaint, inclading but not ﬁm:ii:e;d ©
DOCUMENTS RELATED to the methodology used to make such a determination.
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorey-clent privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Bvidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reﬂectmg, z OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP objects to the phrase “methodology” as vague and ambiguous and overbroad and
unduly burdensome.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s mvestlé,atwe file for Oracle Redwood Shores
{OPCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 24:
AILDOCUMENTS RELATED to YOUR “controlling for job title, full-time status,

exempt status, global career level, job specialty, estimated prior work experience, and company

OFCCP’S OBIECTIONS AND ANSWERS TO DEFENDANT ORACLE AMERICA, INC. 8 REQUEST FOR
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tenure,” as alleged in Paragraph § of the Amended Complaint, including but not lumited to
DOCUMENTS RELATED 1o the methodology YOU used.

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks miormation protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through

- engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the wmk
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP objects to the phrase “methodology™ as vague and ambiguous and overbroad and
unduly burdensome.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s mvestigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 25

AL DOCUMENTS RELATED to the allegation in Paragraph 8 of the Aménded
Complaint that a standaré.. deviation of -2, 10 exists. This request includes but is not Eimitéd o |
final and draft DOCUMENTS showing underlying statistical data, methodologios, models and
actual computations used to determine the standard deviation, as well as DOCUMENTS showing '
calenlations and/or methodologies different from what is alleged in Paragz'éph 8.

RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product docirine, the government’s deliberative process
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privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
infformant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law. ‘

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination. _

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Netice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP objects to the phrase “methodologies” as vague and ambiguous and overbroad
and unduly burdensome. '

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
{OFCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FORPRODUCTION NO. 26:

Al DOCUMENTS that identify the African Americans that YOU allege are victims of
the alleged discrimination described in Paragraph 8 of the Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attomeyv-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
mformant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes 1n its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it secks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
atry such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privitege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “identify” as vague and ambiguous.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: R0O0192699).

REGQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 27:

AE] DOCUMENTS that identify the “comparable Whites ermaploved in similar jobs™ that
YOU used as comparators in reaching the conclusions alleged in Paragraph § of the Amended
Complaint.
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctring, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Ruldes of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law,

OFCCP further {)bgeatb on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s mtemal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks douumc,ms that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “identify” as vague and ambiguous.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in QFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: R00192699}.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NGO, 28:

AU DGCUMENTS RELATED 1o the comparisons YOU made between any “African
Americans” and any “comparable Whites emploved m similar voles™ ag alloged in Paragraph 8 of
the Amended Cormplaint,

RESPOMSE:

OFCCP S OBJECTIONS AND ANSWERS TO DEFENDANT ORACLE AMERICA, INC.'S REQUEST FOR
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QFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it secks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26{(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exempiion provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligaiions, mcludmg through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Reguest to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such docuiments were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

QOFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and vnduly burdensome.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
{OFCCP Case No.: R00192699),

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NG, 29:

AN CASE FILES RELATED to the allegations of Paragraph 8 of the Amended
Complaint.
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Reguest to the extent it secks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds, Materials refiecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportanity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally ohjects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that wete
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in QFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: RO0192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 36:

All CASE ANALYSES RELATED to the allegations of Paragraph 8 of the Amended
Complaint.
RESPONSE:

OFCCP ohjects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
mformant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by tbu Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFC C P’s internal
* deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensomme.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce ail non-
privileged documents contained m OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: R0O0192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 31;
All interview notes, summaries and memoranda for each interview YOU conducted that
RELATES to the allegations of Paragraph 8 of the Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it secks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmmental privilege for investigative files and technigues, the government’s
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informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relovance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through

"engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination,

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was fhe date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of htigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege. _

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “relates to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “sumimaries’™ as vague and ambiguous.

Subject to and without waiving the {oregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: R0O0192699).

REGUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 32:

AL DOC UMENTS RELATED to COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and any THIRD
PARTIES, including possible CLASS MEMBERS or their attorneys, that RELATE to the
Iaﬂégaﬁans described in Paragraph 8 of the Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for mnvestigative files and techniques; the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal

- Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law,

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensstion and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “communications” as overbroad and unduly
burdensome. :

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.
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OFCCP further objects to the entirety of this request as overbroad and unduly
burdensome.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce ali non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Casc No.: RO0192699),

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 33:

Al Statisticaﬁ' studies and analyses RELATED to the allegations described in Paragraph 8
of the Amended Complaint, including any that YOU did not adopt or endorse, and any that
resulted in calonlations different from those alleged. This request secks all responsive.
DOCUMENTS in both final and draft form.

RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the governmment’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

QFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensalion and hiring discrimination. _

OFCCP additionally objects fo this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such docwments were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP further objects to the phrases “adopt’” and “endorse” as vague and ambiguous.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: R00192699),

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 34;
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Al BOCUMENTS RELATED to the cla‘éﬁn in Paragraph 9 of the Amended Complaint
that “Oracle digcrimimt@d against qﬁalﬁfi@d Asian employees in Product Development roles”™ at
HOCA,

RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it secks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

QFCCP further object% on relevance grounds. Materials reﬂectmg OFCCP’s tternal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging mn systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Viclation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctring, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing ohjections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 35:

A DOCUMENTS RELATED to YOUR determination of which employees are
“gualified.” as alleged in Paragraph 9 of the Amended Complaint, including i:auf not limited to
DOCUMENTS RELATED to the methodology used to make such a determination.
RESPONSE:

QFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Bvidence, or the common law,
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OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

ORCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP objects to the phrase “methodology™ as vague and ambiguous and overbroad and
unuly burdensome.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores

(OFCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 36:

Aﬁ DOCUMENTS RELATEE 1o YOUR determination of which emplovees are
“comparable Whites,” as alleged in Palaé,raph 9 of the Amended Complaint, inchuding but not
limited to DOCUMENTS RELATED to the methodology used to make such a determination,
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product docirine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials rcﬂectmg OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes 1n its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Viclation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related 10 as overbroad and unduly burdensome,

OFCCP objects to the phrase “methodology” as vague and ambiguous and overbroad and
unduly burdensome.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCF will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP's investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: R00192699). ’

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 37:

All DOCUMENTS RELATED 1o YOUR determination of which “roles” are “similar,”
as alleged in Paragraph 9 of the Amended Complaint, including but not hmited to
DOCUMENTS RELATED to the methodology used to make such a determination.
RESPONSE: |

QFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds, Materials reflecting OFCCP’s mternal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring diserimination,

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created alter March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such docwunents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related t0” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

QFCCP objects to the phrase “methodology” as vague and ambiguous and overbroad and
unduly burdensome.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OQFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
{OFCCP Case No.: R0O0192699). ' '

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 38:

All DOCUMENTS RELATED to YOUR “controlling for job title, full-time status,

exempt status, global carcer level, job specialty, estimated prior work experience, and company
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tenure,” as alleged in Paragraph 9 of the Amended Complaint, including but not limited to
DOCUMENTS RELATED to the methodology YOU used.

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its mvestigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, mcluding through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP objects to the phrase “methodology” as vague and ambiguous and overbroad and
unduly burdensome. .

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
priviteged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: RO0G192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 39:

All DOCUMENTS RELATED to the allegation in Paragraph 9 of the Amended
Complaint that a standard deviation of -6.99 exists. This request includes, but is not limited o
final and draft DOCUMENTS showing underiying sé:'atisiiaal data, methodologies, models and
actual computations used to determine the stémdard deviation, as well as DOCUMENTS showing
.calcuiai;ions and/or methodologies different from what is represented in Paragraph 9.
RESPONSE:

QFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
- attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
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privilege, the governmental privilege for imvestigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exeraption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

. OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting QFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic corpensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP objects to the phrase “methodologies” as vague and ambigucus and overbroad
and unduly burdensome. _

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
 (OFCCP Case No.: R00192699),

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 46:

| Ali DOCUMENTS that identify the Asians that YOU allege are victims of the alleged
discﬁmina‘ti@n described in Paragraph 8 of the Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal

-Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law,

QFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Reqguest to the extent it secks documents that were
created after March [1, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “identify” as vague and ambiguous.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Gracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 41:

AN DOCUMENTS that identify the “Ci;)mpaa‘ab]@ Whites empl.oy&:é in simnilar jobg” thatl‘
YOU used as cempafa‘tcrs in reaching the conclusions found in paragraph 9 of the Amended
Complaint.
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent 1t seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the govermment’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes fn its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
- engaging in systenie compensation and hiring discrimination.

QOFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documenis were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
preduct doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attormey-client privilege.

OFCCP farther objects to the phrase “identify” as vague and ambiguous.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents confained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
{OFCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 42:

All DOCUMENTS RELATED {o the comparisons YOU made between any “Asians”
and any “comparable Whites enmploved in similar roles” as described in Paragraph 9 .of the
Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:
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OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Bvidence, or the common law.

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Reguest to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

QFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome. |

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produee all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
{(OFCCP Case No.: R00192659).

REGUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 43:

AL CASE FILES RELATED to the allegations described in Paragraph 9 of the Amended
Complaing,
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-clent privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law. _

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation arc not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring diserimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it secks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

 OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: R00192699),

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 44:

All CASE ANALYSES RELATED to the allegations described in Paragraph 9 of the
Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attornev-client privilege, attorney worlc-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law. '

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way ot the other, whether Oracle violated ifs equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created alter March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and vnduly burdensome.

Subject 10 and without waiving the foregoing ehjections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
{OFCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 43:

All interview notes, sununaries and memoranda for each interview ¥YOU conducied that

"

RELATE to the allegations described in Paragraph 9 of the Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it secks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and technigques, the government’s
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mformant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the comumon law. _

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination,

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

QOFCCP further objects to the phrase “relate to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP further objects to the phrase “summaries” as vague and ambiguous.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
{OFCCP Case No.: R00192699).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 46:

Al BOCUMENTS RELATED to COMMUNICATIONS bﬁ;i\%’ﬁéﬁ YOU and any THIRD
PARTIES, including possibié CLASS MEMBERS or thewr attozﬂcys, that RELATE to the
allegations described in Paragraph 9 of the Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26{b)(3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.,

OFCCP further objects on relevance grounds. Materials reflecting OFCCP’s internal
deliberations and processes in its investigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including ’thmugh

engaging in systemic compensation and hiring discrimination.

OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorney-client privilege.

OFCCP further obiects to the phrase “communications” as overbroad and unduly
burdensome. ‘

QFCCP further objects to the phrase “related 107 as overbroad and unduly burdensome,
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OFCCP further objects to the entirety of this request as overbroad and unduly

burdensome.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, OFCCP will produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for (}mde Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.. RE)(}192699)

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 47:

All statistical studies and analyses RELATED to the allegations described in Paﬁgraph 9
{ﬁ' the Amended Complaint, including any that YOU did not adopt or endorse and any that
resulted in caloulations different from those alleged. This request seeks all responsive
DOCUMENTS in both final and draft form,
RESPONSE:

OFCCP objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work-product doctrine, the government’s deliberative process
privilege, the governmental privilege for investigative files and techniques, the government’s
informant privilege, the trial preparation privilege described in Rule 26(b)}3) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, or exemption provided by the Rules of Practice, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure or Evidence, or the common law.

OFCCP {urther objects on relevance grounds, Materials reflecting OFCC P’s internal
deliberations and processes in its mvestigation are not relevant because they will not show, one
way or the other, whether Oracle violated its equal opportunity obligations, including through
engaging in systemic compensation and hiring digcrimination,

. OFCCP additionally objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents that were
created after March 11, 2016, which was the date the Notice of Violation was issued, because
any such documents were created in anticipation of litigation and are protected by the work
product doctrine, trial preparation privilege, and/or attorngy-client privilege.

OFCCP turther objects to the phrase “related to” as overbroad and unduly burdensome.

OFCCP further objects to the phrases “adopt” and “endorse” as vague and ambiguous,

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, QFCCP wil] produce all non-
privileged documents contained in OFCCP’s investigative file for Oracle Redwood Shores
(OFCCP Case No.: ROG192699}).

REQUEST FORPRODUCTION NO. 48:
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